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REMARKS' 

This is in response to the final Office Action mailed on June 11, 2009, and Advisory 
Action -nailed on August 12. 2009 tor the above -referenced application. Claims 1-38 have 
been careened and new Claims 39-53 have been added. Support for the new churns can be 
found throughout the specification, and particularly at paragraph; [ 1026] of the specification. 
Applicant thanks the Examiner for his review of the application and respectfully request 
reconsideration of the pending claims m view of the remarks and nev, claims combined 
herein. 
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subscriber unii to the second subscriber unit without devocoding .if the first and second 
subscriber units have compatible vocoding techniques''. Claim 46 recites "a call control 
processor configured to receive information indicating whether the second subscriber unit 
incorporates vocodmg techniques that are compatible with the first subscriber anil" and "a 
sen-ice options element configured to receive a binary copy of vocoded data packets from 
the second subscriber unit and transmit the binary copy of the vocoder data packets to the 
first subscriber unit when the second subscriber unit incorporates compatible vocoding 
techniques."' Claim 49 recues "means for determining if the second subscriber unit 
incorporates vocoding techniques that are compatible with the first subscriber unif and 
"means for routing vocoded data packets from the first subscriber unit to the second 
subscriber unit 'without devocoding if the first and second subscriber units have compatible 
vocoding f ec hniq ues". 

None of Kotzin. Roach. Widmark or Munk describe a system, individually, or 
together., that include determining whether a first subscriber and a second subscriber use 
compatible vocoder techniques. Nor do any of these references, alone or in combination, 
teach transmitting vocoder data packets from a first subscriber to a second subscriber rf a 
determination is made that the first and second subscriber units incorporate compatible 
vocoding techniques. As discussed throughout the specification, the claimed system and 
methods are advantageous because they do not need to double vocode data once a 
determination is made that the first subscriber unit and the second subscriber unit send 
compatible vocoder data p< Ac <• 

Accordingly, the ccmb.^uon of. Kotzin in view of Roach and (Widmark or Munk) 
and Baran do not teach ee h rd clement of tb^ claims. For this reason. Applicant 
respectfully requests withdi«^ t s s rejection. 



Application No.: 09/832,397 
Attorr.sy Docket No. ? A190C 1 



September 2, 2009 



CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant submits that all pending claims m the 
application are patentable. Accordingly lecrus^or,? ion & %Z a ? \ „ this application 
are earnestly solicited. Should any issue tcr>a*i u\esu \eo c £\an.%r is encouraged 
to telephone the undersigned at the nurohc ri o\ ice J wsow 

Reject, ii \ Ssibrntttea. 

Dated: ' B> 

Ans n-v ^ ,YUx J 
<e» N > * " y_ 
TsC No <>^- *S 

Q . T A C O N i\ ported 

S^x f>vgo PjI .vua ^2 
k ! cp>x\ie mi f^c-.v^S 



